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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-5, 12-14, 20-22, 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Struble (US 6,433,685). 

Regarding claim 1 , Struble discloses a first device (detector 110) which 
includes a first wireless communication interface (detector 110 contains program 
logic and components that make the respective device conform to the wireless 
communication technology) (col. 11, lines 11-14); and second device (article 202) 
which includes a second wireless communication interface to communicate with 
the first wireless communication interface (article 202 and the detector 110 
contain program logic and components that make the respective device conform 
to the wireless communication technology in order to enable interoperable 
communication between the devices) (fig. 2; col. 1 1 , lines 10-14); when the first 
and second devices are within a wireless communication range, and a range 
sensor to sense when the first device is within a predetermined physical range of 
the second device (the detector communication module 204 facilitates the 
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communication between the article 202 and the detector 1 10. The detector 
communication module 204 conforms to the bluetooth protocol. The sensor 
module's 214 detecting range within its detecting range and transmits a request 
for the articles 202) (fig. 2; col. 10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 
41-58). 

Regarding claim 2, Struble discloses the first and second wireless 
communication interfaces communicate using a standardized communication 
protocol (bluetooth protocol), the second wireless communication interface 
(article 202) communicates with a plurality of first wireless communication 
interfaces (communication module 216 and sensor module 214) each associated 
with a particular first device within the wireless communication range (fig. 2; col. 
10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 41-58). 

Regarding claim 3, Struble discloses the range sensor senses one of a 
plurality of first devices is within the predetermined physical range whereafter 
communications between the two devices are established via the first and 
second wireless communication interfaces (col. 12, lines 41-65). 

Regarding claim 4, Struble discloses the first device is a portable 
computer device (article 202 could be laptop computers, cell phones or other 
portable electronic devices) (col. 3, lines 45-50) and second device is a computer 
access device detector 1 10 is used to be viewed of one or more computers) (col. 
3, lines 43-54). 



Application/Control Number: 10/025,068 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2632 

Regarding claim 5, Struble discloses first and second wireless 
communication interfaces are communication modules which communicate using 
a standardized communication protocol (fig. 2; col. 10, lines 52-67). 

Regarding claim 12, Struble discloses a second wireless communication 
interface (detector 110) communicate with one portable electronic device (article 
202) having a first wireless communication interface when the portable electronic 
device is within a wireless communication range of the computer access device 
(col. 10, lines 33-67); a range sensor to sense when the portable electronic 
device is within a physical range of the computer access device (col. 12, lines 41- 
58). 

Regarding claim 13, Struble discloses the first and second wireless 
communication interfaces communicate using a standardized communication 
protocol (bluetooth protocol), the second wireless communication interface 
(article 202) communicates with a plurality of first wireless communication 
interfaces (communication module 216 and sensor module 214) each associated 
with a particular first device within the wireless communication range (fig. 2; col. 
10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 41-58). 

Regarding claim 14, Struble discloses the range sensor senses one of a 
plurality of first devices is within the predetermined physical range whereafter 
communications between the two devices are established via the first and 
second wireless communication interfaces (col. 12, lines 41-65). 
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Regarding claim 20, Struble discloses a first wireless 



communication interface (article 202) to communicate with a second wireless 
communication interface (detector 1 10) of a computer access device when the 
portable electronic device is within a wireless communication range of the 
computer access device (fig. 2; col. 10, lines 3-67); a range sensing component 
which interacts with a range sensor of the computer access device when the 
portable electronic device is within a predetermined physical range of the 
computer access device (the detector communication module 204 facilitates the 
communication between the article 202 and the detector 110. The detector 
communication module 204 conforms to the bluetooth protocol. The sensor 
module's 214 detecting range within its detecting range and transmits a request 
for the articles 202) (fig. 2; col. 10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 
41-58). 

Regarding claim 21, Struble discloses the first and second wireless 
communication interfaces communicate using a standardized communication 
protocol (bluetooth protocol), the second wireless communication interface 
(article 202) communicates with a plurality of first wireless communication 
interfaces (communication module 216 and sensor module 214) each associated 
with a particular first device within the wireless communication range (fig. 2; col. 
10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 41-58). 
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Regarding claim 22, Struble discloses the computer access device to 
identify the portable electronic device (detector 110 associated article 
identification information) (col. 10, lines 33-39). 

Regarding claims 27-28, Struble discloses the step of identifying which 
one of a plurality of first devices a second device is to establish substantive 
communications (detector 110 receives a request for the associated article 
identification information, transmits the article identification with the article 202) 
(col. 10, lines 33-45) with by sending when a particular first device within a 
wireless communication range of the second device is within a physical range of 
the second device and establishing substantive communication with the first 
device (col. 10, lines 33-67). 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 6, 15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Struble. 
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Regarding claims 6, 15, Although, Struble discloses all the limitations in 
claim 1 but fails to specify bluetooth 802. 15 technology. Since Struble disclose 
bluetooth technology (col. 10, lines 53-54). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Struble's 
bluetooth technology in bluetooth 802.15 technology to insure a better 
transmission which is quicker and convenient for the users. Wherein users can 
save time and money. 



5. Claims 7, 16, 23, 29, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Struble in view of Hind et al. (US 2002/0174025 A1) 

Regarding claims 7, 16, 23, 29, Struble discloses all the limitations in claim 1 but 
fails to explicitly disclose a tag reader which communicates with a radio 
frequency identification tag of the first device when the RFID tag is within the 
predetermined physical range thereby to identify the first device. 

However, hind discloses a tag reader 56 communicates with the RFID tag 
product of the PDA 20 through a short range wireless communication (page 4, 
ref. 0041). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Hind in 
Struble. Doing so would insure a better communication between the devices 
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which is quicker and convenient for the users. Wherein users can save time and 



6. Claims 8-1 1 , 17-19, 24-26, 30-34, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Struble in view of Hind and further in view of Keller et al. (US 
2002/0054412 A1). 

Regarding claims 8, 17-18, 24, 30, the above combination 
discloses all the limitations in claim 6 but to explicitly disclose an optical 
arrangement to sense when the first device is within a predetermined 
angular range relative to the second device. 

However, Keller discloses an optical arrangement to sense when 
the first device is within a predetermined angular range relative to the 
second device (optical signal from clients 14 (first device) spread 
significantly in diameter to angular spread in the transmitted light at the 
hub (second device)) (abstract). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Keller in 
Struble and Hind. Doing so would insure a better communication between the 
devices which is quicker and convenient for the users. Wherein users can save 
time and money. 

Regarding claim 9, the above combination discloses all the limitations in 
claim 8 and Keller discloses angular range that defines a zone proximate 



money. 
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to the second device within which substantive communications between 
the two devices are established via the first and second wireless 
communication interfaces (hub 14 limited in size in close proximity to one 
another) (abstract). 

Regarding claims 10, 19, Struble disclose distance is less than the 
wireless communication range , distance defining a restricted zone within 
the second device assumes that a user requires use of the second device 
(col. 10, lines 52-67). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Struble discloses personal computer (laptop 
computers) cell phones and other portable electronic device (col. 3, lines 



Regarding claim 25, Struble discloses bluetooth technology (col. 10, line 



Regarding claim 26, Struble discloses personal computer (laptop 
computers) cell phones and other portable electronic device (col. 3, lines 



Regarding claim 31 , Struble discloses the first and second wireless 
communication interfaces communicate using a standardized communication 
protocol (bluetooth protocol), the second wireless communication interface 
(article 202) communicates with a plurality of first wireless communication 
interfaces (communication module 216 and sensor module 214) each associated 



45-50). 



56). 



45-50). 
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with a particular first device within the wireless communication range (fig. 2; col. 
10, lines 33-67; col. 11, lines 1-14; col. 12, lines 41-58). 

Regarding claim 32, Struble discloses bluetooth technology (col. 10, line 

56). 

Regarding claims 33-34, Struble discloses physical range is less than the 
wireless communication range and the method includes, once the particular first 
device has been identified, establishing substantive communications between the 
first device and the second device by means of wireless communication 
interfaces (col. 10, lines 33-67). 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Sallam (US 6,421 ,232) discloses a dual FPD and thin client. 

Pellaumail et al. (US 6,409,086) discloses a terminal locking system. 

Muraoka et al. (US 6,462,810) discloses a surveying system. 

Landt et al. (US 6,078,251 ) discloses an integrated multi-meter and wireless 

communication link. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Previl whose telephone number is 703 305- 
1028. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel WU can be reached on 703 308-6730. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703 872-9314 for 
regular communications and 703 872-9315 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703 305- 
4700. 



Daniel Previl 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 



DP 

June 10, 2003 




